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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to communications: Application filed 5/28/01 . 

2. Claims 1-27 are pending. Claims 1, 10, and 19 are independent claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Krishna et al„ US 6,055,522, 4/25/00 (filed 6/19/97). 

In reference to claim 1, Krishna teaches a dynamic content distributed publishing 
system. See abstract. Compare to "a method for formatting a publication", Krishna 
teaches the following: 

-A server computer system coupled to a network where the server stores a content file 
containing a template file for publication. A page builder program that operates on a 
document template file to automatically produce a visual representation of each 
possible object and state of the template file consisting of a specification for a web page 
in terms of object content and actions to be taken on or between such objects. The 
object content is embedded in the template file or may be a reference to where content 
can be found such as via a URL. See column 1, lines 59-67, column 2, lines 1-28 and 
55-67, and column 3. Compare to "associating, within a server, each of a plurality 
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of content items with a select number of sub-templates selected from a plurality 
of sub-templates' 1 . 

-The template containing instructions for creating visual representations of objects for 
the publication, the objects described by content information and actions to be taken on 
such objects. The viewer program is executed in the context of HTML browser program 
that accesses the at least one server computer, receives the template and objects and 
renders the information in the template files for display within each region of the 
publication. See columns 7-8. Compare to "generating an instance file in the 
server, wherein the instance file specifies a number of content items and 
associates a respective one of the sub-templates with each of the content items." 

Krishna teaches a content distributed publishing system in which a template 
comprising various regions is used to render information for a publication. Although 
Krishna does not utilize the term "sub-template", a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention would define a template as a document or file having a preset 
format and a sub-template as a portion of a document having a preset format, thus it 
would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to interpret the various regions of Krishna as corresponding to the claimed 
invention's "sub-templates" as both Krishna's regions within the template and a sub- 
template would provide a skeleton for the publishing layout to better organize content as 
well as reduce human overhead for page-by-page revision and updating. See column 
2, lines 22-30. 
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In reference to claim 2, Krishna teaches that the content items/objects can be 
associated with user actions. See column 3, lines 49-55. Furthermore, Krishna teaches 
that when a client computer wishes to view a template file and makes a request to the 
server, the template file is downloaded to the browser and the viewer will use URLs to 
obtain the content and action information from the servers. See column 5, lines 15-50. 

In reference to claim 3, Krishna teaches that the request is sent from a client 
computer before the templates are associated with the content items. See column 5. 

In reference to claim 4, Krishna teaches that the object content might be 
embedded in the template file or may be a reference to where content can be found 
such as via a URL. See column 1, lines 59-67, column 2, lines 1-28 and 55-67, and 
column 3. Thus if the object content is embedded in the template file, it does not 
correspond to the request identifier. 

In reference to claim 5, Krishna teaches a template containing instructions for 
creating visual representations of objects for the publication, the objects described by 
content information and actions to be taken on such objects. The viewer program is 
executed in the context of HTML browser program that accesses the at least one server 
computer, receives the template and objects and renders the information in the template 
files for display within each region of the publication. See columns 7-8. 

In reference to claim 6, Krishna teaches that the template includes a plurality of 
regions and the objects and actions specified therein, and renders the information in 
the template files for display within each region of the electronic publication. 
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In reference to claim 7, Krishna teaches that the template containing instructions 
for creating visual representations of objects for the publication, the objects described 
by content information and actions to be taken on such objects. The viewer program is 
executed in the context of HTML browser program that accesses the at least one server 
computer, receives the template and objects and renders the information in the template 
files for display within each region of the publication. See columns 7-8. As a copyhole 
refers to a location where content is to be placed in a document, Krishna's regions in 
the template are analogous to a copyhole. 

In reference to claim 8, Krishna discloses that the viewer program is executed in 
the context of HTML browser program that accesses the at least one server computer, 
receives the template and objects and renders the information in the template files for 
display within each region of the publication. See columns 7-8. Regions are analogous 
to sub-templates. 

In reference to claim 9, Krishna discloses in figure 2 that two different regions on 
the template can be of different heights where one height is a whole number multiple of 
another sub-template. See figure 2, elements a and b. A person of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention would recognize that having different regions on a 
publication page would be necessary when dealing with content of different lengths and 
formats. 

Claims 10-18 are rejected under the same rationale used in claims 1-9 above 
respectively. 
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Claims 19-27 are rejected under the same rationale used in claims 1-9 above 
respectively. 

Conclusion 

5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Dodge etal. US 5,655,130 

McCaskey et al. US 2002/0152245 A1 
Sparks etal. US 6,167,382 

Peters US 2002/0087594 A1 

Bernardo et al. US 6,684,369 B1 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Rachna Singh whose telephone number is 
703.305.1952. Starting in mid-October, the Examiner can be reached at 571 .272.4099. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (8:30AM-6PM). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Joseph Feild can be reached on 703.305.9792. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
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you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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